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Preface 


The Third Committee of the 33rd United Nations General 
Assembly in its mobilising resolution on the “liquidation of all 

forms of racial discrimination” of October 24th, 1978, clearly 

denounced apartheid “as a crime against humanity” and “as a 

serious threat to international peace and security”. The over- 

whelming majority of the peoples and their governments, that is 

the world’s 108 countries voted in favour of this resolution. 

It is revealing, however, that again it was a number of NATO 

states and other collaborators of Pretoria and Salisbury, above all 

countries like the United States and the Federal Republic of 
Germany, that counted among the 29 countries who abstained 

from voting on this basic challenge to humanism. And precisely at 

the very time of the “International Year of Struggle Against 
Apartheid”. 

This diplomatic obstruction by representatives of the NATO 

states witnessed here in front of the world forum is but one 

aspect of their policy. It was only recently, for instance, that a 

consortium of 12 mainly North American and NATO European 

banking monopolies adopted the provocative decision to invest 
additional hundreds of millions of dollars into the South African 

economy and, not least, in this way develop the “Apartheid 

Republic” as the first nuclear power on African soil and to 

military self-sufficiency and to a trouble maker which constitutes 

a threat to the peoples. 

Meanwhile, the aggressive and expansive Africa concept of im- 
perialism in general and its biggest military coalition, NATO, in 
particular is being further carried out. It ranges from large scale 

subversion and ideological diversion, from rigorous military inter- 

ventions up to indirect and open aggressions. 

NATO, i.e. North Atlantic Treaty Organisation, was founded in 

1949 in Washington, the capital city of the leading imperialist 

power. Its southermost border of operations was geographically 

fixed with the northern tropic of cancer. Since its very founding 
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the NATO has always proved to be an imperialist war spearhead 
directed against the socialist countries, against the countries of 
Africa, Asia and Latin America fighting for and defending their 
national independence, against the national liberation movements 
and even against all democratic forces inside the NATO countries 
themselves. The world’s biggest colonial powers of those days, 
namely Great Britain, France, Portugal, Belgium and the Nether- 
lands as well as the United States of America were already 
counted among the founding members of NATO. Presently 
15 capitalist states are members of NATO. Twelve are situated in 
Europe, two in northern America and one in Asia. Post war 
history has shown that in the course of only three decades four 
NATO states — France, Britain, Portugal and Belgium — have 
perpetrated wars, military aggressions and armed interventions 
against at least 16 African states and territories respectively, 
namely Egypt, Algeria, Gabon, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Cameroun, 
Kenya, Chad, Madagascar, Malawi, Morocco, Mocambique, Tu- 
nisia, Uganda, Tanganyika (Tanzania) and Zaire. 

Armed imperialist mercenaries recruited mainly in NATO states 
such as the U.S. and the FRG, were sent as hired killers to 
at least six African countries, namely Angola, Namibia, Nigeria, 
Zimbabwe, Sudan and Zaire. NATO headquarters are currently 
seeking to change the “gun boat” policy of the earlier era of 
imperialism to the policy of “the para-troopers” as the Paris 
journal “Afrique-Asie’’ has described it. Now, just as before, the 
imperialist strategists are prepared to trample on corpses in Africa 
as long as monopoly capital unscrupulously tries to continue 
making maximum profit to the tune of over 1,000 million US 
dollars annually from the inhuman apartheid system practiced in 
southern Africa. 

Considering the real balance of forces on our planet the NATO 
powers as neo-colonialist “defenders” of a cruel past on the Black 
continent are, however, no longer in a position to prevent their 
machinations from being discovered and their crimes proved. 
They can no longer prevent the world from realising day after day 
that apartheid is deeply rooted in the anacronistic capitalist 
system of barbarous oppression and of class, race and national 
inequality. 


Berlin, November 7th, 1978. Dr. sc. Julius Mader 


Over the past one and a half decades the United Nations General Assembly has repeatedly 
called upon all states not to grant military assistance to the racist regime in South Africa. 
Resolution 1761 adopted in 1962 demanded, for the first time, the cessation of all arms 
and ammunition exports to the Republic of South Africa (RSA). In 1963 the UN Securi- 
ty Council, in two decisions, confirmed the arms embargo and in addition extended it 
further to include equipment and material earmarked for either the production or the 
maintenance of arms and ammunition. 


The internationally imposed arms embargo has been ignored, and, in fact, has been 
massively violated by a number of states because the colonial and racist systems, particu- 
larly in South Africa and Namibia, “are of great importance for the economic, political 
and military interests, aims and plans of the main imperialist powers and the transnational 
monopoly associations’./1/ Since 1963 the RSA has been supplied with weapons to the 
tune of several billions of DM./2/ 

The 31st United Nations General Assembly which took place in November and December 
1976, declared apartheid a crime against humanity and a serious threat to international 
peace and security. The General Assembly now imposed a total arms embargo against the 
racists in South Africa. Several United Nations resolutions explicitely accused NATO 
states, like the USA, Great Britain, the FRG, France and also other imperialist countries 
— for example, the aggressor state Israel and Japan and accused them of being “traditio- 
nal allies’ of Pretoria and of supplying the racists with weapons, nuclear and military 
equipment and technical know-how. A resolution adopted by 110 states underlined for 
instance that the racist regime has used these weapons and military equipment for oppres- 
sive measures in South Africa and for aggressions against other states. The resolution 
further stated that any conspiracy with the racists “poses a serious threat not only to the 
oppressed people in Southern Africa but also to all the independent African states as well 
as to international peace’./3/ The German Democratic Republic was one of the co-au- 
thors of this resolution. It is typical that only representatives of eight NATO states, 
including those four which had been condemned by the highest body of the World 
Organisation, voted against the resolution. A little while prior to this they had also been 
proved guilty by the World Peace Council of collaboration with the South African ra- 
cists./4/ 

The FRG Government did not only react irritatedly to the United Nations resolutions but 
also launched a concerted and concentrated campaign of denial and beautification. The 
FRG Ambassador to the United Nations Organisation, Riidiger Freiherr von Wechmar, the 
Foreign Ministry spokesman, Klaus Terfloth and the Bundeswehr Ministry spokesman, 
Armin Halle, were particularly active participants in this campaign. 


It is therefore necessary and useful to examine this complex in its current aspects and to 
characterise processes for the documentation of facts and tendencies./4a/ 


NATO Considerations 
and Plans 


NATO generals respond hysterically to the internationally visible changes in the balance 
of forces in favour of peace and social progress as well as of the national liberation 
movement in Southern Africa. Conspicious in the forefront of those NATO militarists 
who speak in favour of the South African racists are the USA and FRG generals. The 
Supreme Commander of NATO, USA Army General, Alexander M. Haig was asked the 
following question in 1976 in view of the progressive changes taking place on the African 
continent: — 
“Should this bring NATO to further extend its sphere of influence into the Southern 
Atlantic which currently runs along the Tropic of Cancer (crossing Mauretania, Algeria, 
Libya and the Arab Republic of Egypt — J. M.)? Such proposals have already been 
made. ’” 
General Haig gave the telling answer: — 
“| believe that we must look beyond the traditional borders of the Alliance as the 
NATO Ministers have suggested at their Conference in Oslo. My main interest is 
admittedly concentrated on the area ranging from the Northern point of Norway to 
the South-Eastern point of Turkey. But if | want to fulfil my obligations | cannot 
overlook events taking place somewhere else, in the Middle East or in the areas along 
the periphery of our flanks and which would impede the security of NATO in Eu- 
rope. ”’/5/ 
Already in the first months of 1976 the FRG military journal ‘‘Wehrkunde” called for 
assistance for the South African racists. The journal ‘‘Wehrkunde”’ is the organ of the 
“Gesellschaft fiir Wehrkunde’”’ (Society of Military Science) which is a reservoir of the 
Most reactionary military topbrass of the Hitler Wehrmacht and the FRG Bundeswehr 
(the Federal Army). Bundeswehr General Hans-Christian Pilster in an article entitled 
“South Africa and the Defence of the Free West’’ stated inter alia in this journal that 
“both the Atlantic Alliance and the European Economic Community” must not and 
should not wait any longer “to draw the necessary conclusions of events by a still closer 
(! — J. M.) interlocking with South Africa’. And here moreover, he sought to officially 
orientate NATO policy by writing: — 
“It follows from this that the free West cannot look on from a distance at events in 
Southern Africa ... NATO which, by its name, expresses the importance of the 
Atlantic (North Atlantic Treaty Organisation — J. M.) cannot let things happen with- 
out responding to them. The Cape of Good Hope should be an omen for the Alliance, 
the whole (! J. M.) Antlantic should also be its common interest and operational 


sphere of its members. Only under this condition will the USA be prepared to make its 
necessary contribution. It is pleasing to note that at least France is demonstrating its 
interests and that these problems are also receiving priority thought by other NATO 
countries. ’/6/ 
Pilster is one of the leading military strategists of the FRG. Up to 1974 he headed the 
Analysis Department of the secret ‘“Bundesnachrichtendienst (B ND)” (Federal Intelligence 
Service), which, organisationally, is a direct part of the Federal Chancellor’s Bureau. This 
permits the conclusion that Pilster’s conception served the political and military prepara- 
tion for the secret talks which racist leader Balthasar J. Vorster later had with USA 
Foreign Secretary, Henry Kissinger, and top ranking FRG politicians on the territory of 
the FRG. 
This published conception must also be regarded as a military and political backing for 
the Conference of South African Ambassadors which took place in the capital of the 
FRG, Bonn, in 1976. 
When one looks at the basis of this conception published by General Pilster, Bonns 
critical attitude towards the different South Africa policy, followed by its NATO partner 
Denmark, also becomes understandable. In 1976 the Danish representative supported the 
United Nations resolution on the arms embargo against South Africa and thus also helped 
to brand the FRG as a main supplier of arms to the RSA. Later the Danish paper 
“Politiken’’ had to report about the “annoyance of the Federal Government over the 
Danish attitude’ and “... another paper commented that Federal Chancellor Helmut 
Schmidt contacted Prime Minister Anker Jérgensen by telephone prior to the decisive 
vote asking him to reconsider the Danish attitude”. /7/ 
Werner Schmidt was a leading colonial politican during the time of Hitler fascist rule and 
he was a contact of Nazi Germany to the most reactionary forces in South Africa. In his 
capacity as a territorial expert of the Bonn ‘‘Deutsche Afrika Gesellschaft’ (German 
Africa Society) Werner Schmidt, already as far back as the late fifties advocated the 
drawing in of South Africa into NATO./8/ For a long time already Schmidt has propaga- 
ted in the FRG that “experts... had... calculated that the Republic of South Africa, 
both because of its supply harbours and because it possesses territory of lesser danger 
making it favourable for the training of troops and arms production, must be accorded 
major importance”. /9/ 
NATO’s interest in a military axis with Pretoria is in no way one sided. Government 
members of the South African racist regime have stated in the FRG that, “South Africa 
had participated in the Korea War (meaning here the imperialist armed intervention 
against the KPDR 1950 to 1953 — J. M.) at the side of the Western countries and had 
supported the Berlin air lift (meaning here the provocative measures of the imperialist 
forces aimed at the building-up of West Berlin as a cold war bridgehead against the GDR 
and other socialist countries — J. M.). Also in the future South Africa would be found at 
the side of the West. This was already obvious from the permission for the setting up of 


American-manned rocket bases on South African territory and for the use of the Simon- 
stown naval base by British and other allied war ships.“’/10/ 
But NATO is not merely only interested in the territory and the military potential of the 
Republic of South Africa. It has already been proved how NATO, created during the time 
of the cold war, is to be extended from the North Atlantic sphere to the whole of the 
Atlantic — expansively and demagogically. This expansion is to include the Republic of 
South Africa situated at the meeting point of two oceans. 
In these days more than 25,000 ships of many nations — mostly aggregating many tons — 
annually voyage via the Cape as an internationally important sea route. Counted down 
about 70 ships daily, that is one ship every 20 minutes, sai! by this southern-most-point 
of Africa. Each day 1.5 million gross-register-tons voyage along the coasts of the Republic 
of South Africa. Every year many millions of tons of oil are transported on this route as 
every second ship rounding the Cape is a tanker. Now NATO wishes to monopolise and 
dominate militarily this international shipping route by using its power policy and its 
bases in the RSA. In order to motivate this aim the West German General Pilster proclai- 
med: 
“The geographical position gives the state at the Cape of Good Hope a key position in 
global strategy by its control of the great shipping routes from the Atlantic to the 
Indian Ocean... Every year about 250 million tons of oil are shipped around the 
Cape... In 1974 this amount included about 30 % of the oil which the US imported 
from the Persian Gulf... A major part of the investment products and other products 
from industrial countries like the FRG, Great Britain and France earmarked for Indian 
Ocean states, the bordering seas, the Far East and Australia travel on the sea route 
around the Cape of Good Hope.’’/11/ 
Since the end of World War II, no state has ever disturbed peaceful shipping traffic on this 
route, hampered or even obstructed the guaranteed freedom of the world oceans. Such 
thoughts can only by nursed by potential or real aggressors. Hitler Germany tried in 
World War II, for example to bring shipping to a standstill in Southern Africa by its total 
“submarine war’’. Only those carrying out aggressions and paramilitary operations in 
Latin America, Africa and Asia as the NATO powers have been repeatedly doing since 
1946, only those who seek to destroy the peoples’ vital interests through imperialist 
global strategy and only those who want to isolate many nations from world socialism are 
also repeatedly attempting to include international shipping and the main sea traffic route 
of world trade into their sphere of power. The USA misused the Cape route militarily for 
its Indochina aggressions from 1965 to 1975. In collaboration with NATO the racists are, 
in any case, prepared for any machinations in this connection. During his visit to the FRG 
in 1976 Vorster repeated: 
“We are the guardians at the shipping route around the Cape of Good Hope. The West 
needs South Africa’s raw materials. ’’/12/ 
Outwardly both the NATO strategists and the racist propagandists explain the expansive 


military securing of the Cape route ‘‘’as a life-line of the West’’./13/ With blatant anti- 
Communist and anti-Soviet slander arguments and conceptions. In reality what is at stake 
globally is an immense extension of the NATO sphere up to the South Atlantic synchroni- 
sed with a new orientation of the imperialist policy of military bases in the Indian 
Ocean./14/ In this respect the FRG Bundeswehr was again particularly active. Only re- 
cently in the so-called Bureau for Study and Manouvres of the Bundeswehr a paper 
entitled ‘‘The Importance of the Cape Sea Route for the National Economy of the 
Federal Republic’’/15/ was worked out with the head of the project a captain by the 
name of Becker. Among others the paper states: 
“The FRG‘s foreign trade via the South Atlantic and the Indian Ocean is concentrated 
on five geographical regions. Among these South Africa (due to its position, its 
products, harbours and supply services) and the oil exporting countries of the 
Middle East (Due to the German dependence on crude oil) occupy an important 
special position... All explanations made here culminate in the statement that the 
national economy of the Federal Republic which is dependent on imports and exports 
cannot abandon an undisturbed use of the South Atlantic and the Indian Ocean 
without suffering far reaching losses.’’/16/ 
Even more outspoken is the Secret Service Colonel of the ‘‘Bundesnachrichtendienst 
(BND) Friedrich Wilhelm Hoeffer von Lowenfeld. It should be mentioned here that 
Hoeffer von Lowenfeld, using the pseudonym van Raven, has specialised in psychological 
warfare. He stated: 
“That is why ... South Africa has not lost its value for the West but has rather gained 
in importance... The position of Simonstown which is situated not far from Cape 
Town, offers shipyard facilities, a place of anchor and depots. And the Silvermine 
underground command centre collects and analyses all data on the control of the 
entire movements on and below this huge water expanse around the 3,600 kilometres 
coast line. The policy of certain members of the Western community who for moral 
and ideological reasons come out against any contact with Pretoria is harmful to the 
economic and strategic interests of NATO .. Our Alliance... beccmes necessary due 
to developments both on and behind its southern flanks, beyond the Tropic of Cancer 
which, admittedly, forms the limit of the Alliance’s sphere of responsibility but does 
not limit the sphere of its vital interests. ’/17/ 
This produces classical evidence for the consonance of the fascist “‘living space’’ ideology 
on the one hand and the global strategy of imperialism on the other serving the NATO 
and racist companionship for the intensified securing of the sources of profit for the 
monopolies in Western Europe and Africa. 
NATO strategy has been the starting point and the basis for the policy procuring military 
bases in South Africa which the main NATO powers have been pursuing over the last two 
decades. In 1955, the South African Government explicitely committed itself via Great 
Britain to, 


— continuously expand the Simonstown military harbour in such a way that its installa- 
tions satisfy the needs of modern warfare, 

— to take over the control of a strategic zone which covers five million square miles 
across the ocean, 

— in case of war to carry out in co-operation with the British Navy and under the 
command of the British Admiral of the Fleet in the South Atlantic the defence 
operations, and 

— to adapt the arming of the South African armed forces to that of the British armed 
forces./18/ 

South African Minister of the Interior, Cornelius Mulder asked the USA in 1975, under 

the excuse of blatant anti-Soviet propaganda to take over the sections of the Simonstown 

naval base which had been left by the British. Today, the naval war harbour of Simon- 
stown and the deep sea harbours of Cape Town, Durban, East London and Port Elizabeth 
are mainly reserved for all NATO partners./19/ 

In September 1960, the USA and the RSA concluded an agreement on the setting up of 

three military bases: They are to be found in the vicinity of the Swartkops Airport, near 

Pretoria, in the vicinity of Krugersdorp, near Pretoria and near Olifantsfontein. Apart 

from that the infamous USA secret service the Central Intelligence Agenca (CIA) has built 

up the RSA as one of its bastions. The CIA of the USA and the South African secret 
service, the Bureau of State Security (BOSS), have intensive and close working contacts 
which are also used for NATO. The network of CIA branches in South Africa, particular- 
ly since 1976, have been considerably extended and strengthened with additional person- 
nel, because “the global strategy of the CIA in South Africa revolves around the streng- 
thening of the positions of American imperialism taking into consideration the specific 

South African local conditions, namely the panic fear which the racists have of any 

progressive movement which is immediately labelled ‘Communist’. The CIA of the USA 

and the policy of the RSA concluded a secret agreement on the mutual exchange of 
information for the struggle against ‘Communism’, which really means struggle against the 

South African liberation movement. “’/20/ 

In other words, several NATO powers already avail themselves of a number of military 

and secret services bases in the racist bastion./21/ 
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South African 
Armament 


The strategic aims of the leading NATO powers are also in particular served by the 
systematically organised and continuously increased exports, both in quality and quan- 
tity, of arms, arms production licences and strategic material. The military expenditure of 
the racist regime shows the financial coverage for the enormous arms imports and for the 
building up of its own military industrial complex:/22/ 


Military and Arms Expenditure of the RSA 


Year Millions in 
Rands 
1953 41.5 
1961 71.5 
1962 119.7 
1965 181.6 
1975 989.0 
1976 1,500.0 


From 1953 to 1976 the annual military budget of the RSA has thus risen more than 
30 times! 
Armed to the teeth the RSA had in 1976 a military potential on active service of 
50,000 officers and other ranks (Permanent Force and Commando Units) as well as 
mercenaries recruited abroad. In addition there are the 21,000 strong para-military equip- 
ped and trained police units as well as the 150,000 reservists (Citizen Force) which can be 
immediately called up and activated. Currently the RSA armed forces comprise — 70 % 
mobile army units, 18 % air force and 12 % navy. According to statistics every White in 
the RSA possesses two small arms! Bundeswehr General Pilster, already quoted above, 
once tried to mislead the public by the following sleight of hand: 
“The arming and equiping of the South African armed forces is not the optimum ina 
way that the country is dependent on foreign arms supplies. Supply restrictions of the 
Western countries (! — J. M.) force South Africa to buy anything attainable and to 
turn to local production as far as it is possible.’’/23/ 
One can first of all proceed from the fact that at the beginning of the sixties local 
production in the RSA of conventional weapons and weapon systems had a capacity of 
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54 million Rands. And already at that time the South Africa expert in the ‘Deutsche 
Afrika Gesellschaft’ in Bonn had this to say: — 
“According to figures given by the (South African — J. M.) Defence Ministry 60 % to 
70 % of this sum (meaning here the South African Military Budget for the 1962 fiscal 
year — J. M.) is being spent in South Africa where the production of machine guns, 
different kinds of ammunition and other material has commenced and where the 
production of a locally manufactured armoured car can be reckoned with.“/24/ 
Meanwhile the largest military industrial complex on African soil has been set up in South 
Africa with the help of the NATO states. The opportunities for profit especially offered 
by the Vorster-Cabinet has encouraged the increased co-operation of the military indu- 
strial complexes of the NATO states. Satisfaction with this was expressed by the West 
German General Pilster as follows: 
“Locally produced (in the RSA—J. M.) military equipment can be regarded as of good 
quality. Often based on high scientific and technical knowledge it is produced by an 
efficient industry which also comprises world firms.”’ As far as “the armed forces 
are concerned the arms, equipment and storage can be regarded as satisfactory.”’/25/ 
In this case, too, General Pilster only expressed a half truth: It is not imaginary ‘‘world 
firms’ but the transnational monopolies in general and the mother concerns of the NATO 
states in particular which have established their subsidiaries in the RSA and integrated 
them in the arms build up. Currently, for example, 500 British firms, 400 West German 
firms and 350 American firms are represented in the RSA through the establishment of 
their subsidiaries. The majority of these transnational concerns are, at the same time, the 
main suppliers of the NATO armed forces. (See appendix—tables 1 and 2.) In adocumen- 
tation the ‘Times of Zambia’’, Lusaka, proves that more than 300 West German subsidi- 
aries operating in South Africa belong to monopolies which are involved in the arms 
business which also fulfils orders for the South African armed forces. (See ‘’Neues 
Deutschland”, Berlin, Dec. 12, 1976.) 


It is particularly striking that those USA and FRG monopolies which develop, and also 
produce, nuclear, biological and chemical weapons for NATO are active in, and for, the 
RSA! There is no doubt that in an accelerated manner the monopolies of the NATO 
states have for some time been contributing to placing nuclear weapons in the hands of 
the South African racists through the supply of nuclear reactor and purification installa- 
tions equiped with nuclear technology. 

Already in the early sixties it was the North American Ellis-Chalmers concern which 
built the first nuclear reactor in the RSA. Today the General Electric Company of the 
USA is involved in a nuclear conspiracy with the racists. The FRG, STEAG concern and the 
state Society for Nuclear Research of the FRG have sold the government in Pretoria the 
licences for the separation nozzle process in the enrichment of uranium which can be 
exploited militarily. France also made its contribution and in 1976 promised to deliver to 
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the racists two nuclear power stations. At any time they can be misused as a production 
base for extended nuclear weapon potential. 
Acting OAU General Secretary, Nureddine Dschudi, stressed that in view of this: 
“Africa must take steps to protect itself against the danger that nuclear weapons can 
be used in this part of the world.”/26/ 
Responding to a question about South Africa’s nuclear arms production, the former Prime 
Minister Vorster cynically gave a clear warning: 
“We are only interested in the peaceful use of nuclear power. But we can enrich 
uranium and we have the capacity of doing it. And we have not signed the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty.’’/27/ 
According to this statement it is obvious that in his brinkmanship Vorster has already 
reckoned on nuclear plots against African countries. 
Comprehensive NATO assistance is also evident in the equipment of all three components 
of the armed forces with conventional weapons. It is absolutely clear that if there were 
really restrictions on arms deliveries from the NATO states to South Africa, as Bundes- 
wehr General Pilster is claiming, then the solution of at least the national question in 
South Africa would have certainly already been achieved without the use of arms. 
Investigations of the level of equipment of the RSA armed forces in part proves that the 
major material-technology stems to a very high measure from the NATO states. 
The weapons and transport means of the RSA land forces come mainly from the USA, 
Britain, France and the FRG. Munition and explosives are supplied by the Anglo-Ameri- 
can Corporation of South Africa and the British South African Explosives and Chemical 
Industries. ‘‘Chieftain” tanks (the most heavy of its type in NATO with a combat weight 
of 55t.) used by the RSA army come from the British company Vickers and Alvis which 
also supply the reconnoisance cars of the type ‘’Saladin’’ and “’Saracen’’. Supplies and 
production licences for the ‘‘Panhard’’ and ground-to-air rocket system ‘’Kaktus’’ come 
from France./28/ The West German concern Rheinsthal, in which the IG Farben trust 
holds the main share, is currently constructing a tank for the South African land 
force./29/ The FRG concern Messerschmidt/Bdolkow/Blohm sold the RSA considerable 
amounts of ‘’Milan”’ anti-tank rockets from its co-production with the French arms indus- 
try. In 1976 when the South African land forces, in colonnade fashion, invaded Angola 
they used Daimler Benz vehicles which came from the production programme of the West 
German Flick concern. 
The role of NATO in South Africa becomes even more obvious in regard to the military 
technique used by the RSA Air Force, (see appendix — Table 3). Rocket carrying fighter 
bombers, reconnoissance and combat planes of the most modern types (like — 40 Mirage 
111 and F1) were purchased from France. After South Africa’s military attache to the 
USA, Brigadier General F. A. Beeton, had obtained access, through the Pentagon, to 
secret material about the USA aggressive war in Vietnam the Republic of South Africa 
lost no time in buying helicopters, earmarked for anti-guerilla operations, in France and 
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Italy respectively. From French industry alone the RSA received 180 such weapon 
systems (’’Alouette’’ and “Super Frelons’’). For greater mobility the RSA armed forces 
equiped themselves with a dozen multipurpose transport planes ‘’Transall C-160°’ — a 
joint production of France and the FRG. Incidentally the “Transall C-160” is also used 
by the West German Bundeswehr. 

Anglo-American arms monopolies contribute with the supply of bombers, fighter- 
bombers, naval reconnoissance planes, transport planes and combat helicopters to the inten- 
sified arming of racist South Africa. Great Britain sold and transported to South Africa 
“Canberra”, “Buccaneer”, ‘’Vampire”, “Shakletons’’, “Viscount” and ‘’Wasps” war 
planes. The USA participated with missile carrying ’F-86 Sabres’’ and above all with 
transport planes ‘‘Hercules’’ (C-47 and C-54) for air-borne and land units in the dirty deal 
with Vorster. From Canada the RSA obtained “Canadair CL-13B, Sabre Mk6”’. 

Nicolaas Diederichs, former President of the Republic of South Africa, received from the 
Italian Government one of the highest awards as a reward for profitable arms deals. Italy 
equips the South African armed forces with 150 “‘Impala’”” combat planes (type — MB-326) 
and 10 transport planes (type — P-166). This was later supplemented by further deliveries 
of the ‘’Impala’”’. 

The uncoiling of secret arms deals showed that from the South African side particularly 
active were — Ambassador Donald B. Sole, Envoy W. Lubbe, Major General H. R. Meint- 
jes and the already mentioned Brigadier General F. A. Beeton. From the British side were 
— Colonel F. G. Howard-Harwood, Commanders G. A. Mason and A. F. C. Wemyss. From 
the USA — Colonel of the USA Air Force J. B. Smith and General of the USA Army Fred 
E. Wagoner jr. The secret deals involved business to the tune of many billions. FRG 
monopolies, which so far supplied the racists in Pretoria with equipment for electronic 
warfare, of late hastily got into the business of arming South Africa’s Air Force. Only 
recently one could read in the FRG: 


“The setting up of agencies of the (West) German Air Industry and the Space Flight 
Industry on a world-wide scale ... becomes more necessary than ever before. Due to 
their constant presence at the central points of sale (! — J.M.) they would have 
excellent knowledge of the local conditions and events and would be available for 
establishing contacts. Agencies in potential markets such as Brazil, Argentina, South 
Africa (! — J.M.) Iran, India, Indochina, China the USA, would be primarily assigned 
to the creation and promotion of intensive contacts with the authorities and institu- 
tions on the spot as well as with (West) German Embassies, Trade Missions and other 
(West) German points of contact.’’/30/ 
Such “contact” points especially of the Bundeswehr and of the FRG Military-Industrial- 
Complex in general with South Africa have been in operation for a long time already, for 
example — in the field of electronic warfare. The officer in charge of the ‘’Advokaat’’ 
installations of the AEG/Telefunken concern in South Africa, 41 year old Helmut Boden- 
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bender, who is also Telecommunications officer of the Bundeswehr, attached great impor- 
tance to his following public statement: 
“Only the open-minded and close co-operation with the navy and the (South African 
— J. M.) procurers and their staffs enabled AEG/Telefunken to solve all the problems 
facing us and to set up this system successfully. In conclusion gratitude should be 
expressed to all participating parties for their excellent human and businesslike co- 
operation. ”’/31/ 
The war navy of the RSA was able to substantially increase its combat capacity, among 
others, through the delivers from Great Britain of six destroyers and frigates — partly 
equipped with guided missiles. These form its major striking power. Portugal sold South 
Africa six corvet hulls of the “Joao Continho”’ type. 
Of late it can be observed that among the countries supplying South Africa’s sea war 
materials a certain specilisation is taking place. Three modern submarines ordered in 
France have been delivered to the RSA. South African representatives have also already 
discussed, in France, their orders for nuclear powered submarines. In 1976 France sold 
two ‘’D’Estienne d’orves’’ class militarised convoy ships to South Africa which had al- 
ready placed orders for ‘’Agosta’”’ submarines for the navy which are currently under 
construction at the state owned Dubigeon-Normandy shipyard. They are due to be 
delivered to the RSA in 1978/79. The European correspondent of the Cape Town daily 
"'Die Burger’, Cas van Rensburg, stated with satisfaction in the FRG that: — 
“France’s situation in Africa is rather complicated for it still sells weapons to South 
Africa despite the United Nations arms embargo. The prohibition (meaning here the 
prohibition announced by French President Giscard d’Estaing during his state visit to 
Zaire in 1975—J. M.) on the delivery of tanks and planes to South Africa should not 
carry weight in any great degree in this stage of marine armaments such as submarines 
(for example: the “Daphne S. 98 Type, 1,200 tons category—J. M.) as they are ex- 
empted from this prohibition. ”’/32/ 
On the other hand Italy equips, for South Africa, the 450 tons fast-torpedo-boats of the 
Reshef category which are installed with the Selenia-Firing-System for Israeli manufac- 
tured Gabriel-rockets. These fast-torpedo-boats are under construction in Durban and 
Haifa. In 1977 they were already earmarked for the South Africa navy together with the 
guided-missiles-equipment. 
A documentation published by the Anti-Apartheid Movement in the FRG, in mid-Novem- 
ber 1976, gives fresh proof of the FRG’s involvement in the arming of the South African 
navy. Based on "blue-prints’’ of the Bundeswehr-Navy and in co-operation with the 
concern Blohm and Voss (Thyssen monopoly) at Hamburg four “Taurus” corvets are 
being constructed for the RSA navy at the Bazan shipyard in the Spanish town of 
Cartagena. From “blue-prints’’ of the Fr. Liirsse shipyard in Bremen, FRG, fast-torpedo- 
boats, powered by FRG supplied engines, are being produced in series in Israel and in 
Durban, South Africa. The RSA is also supplied with mines from the FRG. 
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Up to 1975 Great Britain has been assisting South Africa in the construction and 
extension of the Simonstown Naval Base. On the other hand France helped in establishing 
the Simonstown Submarine Base which was inaugurated in 1972. And the FRG assisted 
in equiping the Silvermine Naval Headquarters which was completed in 1973. 


The Dubious Role 
of the FRG 


The electronic control system operated by the South African armed forces which the 
Bundeswehr in co-ordination with the FRG armaments monoply AEG/Telefunken devel- 
oped and produced exposes the lies of FRG Ambassador Riidiger Freiherr von Wechmar. 
This system was constructed over a period of six years and the project was headed by the 
already mentioned Bundeswehr officer Helmut Bodenbender and the arms expert Aloys 
Struck who had already served the Hitler Wehrmacht as an expert, of the Telefunken 
concern, on electronic warfare. The ‘’Advokaat’’ control system includes the Central 
Naval Headquarters of Silver Mine near Cape Town and the Area Headquarters at Durban 
and Walvis Bay. The electronic installations and apparatuses control the sea- and air space 
from the South Pole to the Tropic of Cancer thereby facilitating constant imperialist 
subversive activities against the state interests of some 50 countries. As has already been 
admitted the statistics of some 20,000 war and merchant ships of no less than 85 states 
are computorised at the Silvermine base. The following statement in the FRG press makes 
it abundantly clear that: 
“The Silvermine Naval Headquarters is linked with the headquarters of the other 
sections of the land and air forces through an automatic-controlled teletype netw- 
ork... The NATO system ACP is being used for all teletype connections ... Further 
connections are via radio with international military (as NATO — J. M.) and commer- 
cial telecommunication centres with local headquarters . . . as well as with mobile land 
and naval units as well as aircraft. ”/33/ 
Without a doubt as a modern large scale project for electronic warfare this is an imperial- 
ist integrated and, above all, an anti-African espionage centre and a military system which 
is aimed at guaranteeing the superiority of all sections of the racist regime’s military 
forces in operations against neighbouring states, against international shipping and against 
the black population inside the country. A mouth piece of the Bundeswehr makes no 
bones about it: — 
“Neither the Pentagon nor NATO could do without the reconnoisance results of 
Silvermine. “/34/ 
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In the face of all this evidence and even in face of all the admissions published in West 
Germany — FRG Ambassador von Wechmar still had the audacity to deny at the United 
Nations Organization in late 1976 that the FRG delivers arms to the RSA! But there is 
ample evidence of the activities of the Bundeswehr and the FRG military-industrial- 
complex in the systematic milirisation of the RSA./35/ To begin with both the FRG’s 
imports and exports to and from South Africa have increased six fold over the past one 
and a half decades, (see appendix — Table 4). 
In 1974 already the FRG became the RSA’s biggest trading partner surpassing Great 
Britain which now occupies second position. Today precisely one third of the FRG’s 
exports to Africa lands in the hands of the Vorster racists. And in violation of the United 
Nations decisions these exports include arms products. The (West) German-South African 
Chamber for Trade and Industry in Johannesburg plays an important role in organizing 
the profitable arms deals. 
Apart from direct exports which are kept top secret and disguised the FRG monopolies 
systematically use two other methods. The ostensible legalisation by NATO code num- 
bers is to disown responsibility for violations of the United Nations sanctions. And apart 
from that the assembling of arms in third countries designated for South Africa is to 
cover up the traces leading to the real supplying and producing countries. But these two 
dodges have been exposed even in the FRG itself. For example the Anti-Apartheid 
Movement produces the following evidence/36/: — 
First. The Government controlled STEAG concern in Essen as well as the state Society 
for Nuclear Research (GfK) in Karlsruhe are preparing, with the knowledge of the FRG 
Government, to set up in South Africa an uranium plant based on the FRG separation 
nozzel process. This separation nozzel process has the all-cover protection of the 
STEAG/GfK patent. 
Second. \In September 1974 first orders for establishing an uranium plant known as 
“Project SA 500” were given to the MAN concern (Haniel Monopoly) in the city of 
Nuremberg. Supplies of this nature also violate the Nuclear-Non-Proliferation-T reaty 
which has been ratified by the FRG. 
Third. \n order to meet the demands of the export regulations the Bundeswehr labelled 
the parts which the MAN arms concern delivered with NATO code numbers! 
With the help of NATO code numbers the FRG even included subsuppliers to the 
“Advokaat’’ arms project concerns from the USA, Great Britain, France, the Netherlands 
and Denmark 
Since it has become known to the world that the Bundeswehr’s co-operation with the 
South African armed forces has been going on for years even a FRG news magazine was 
forced to admit: 
“The Procurement Office of the Bundeswehr (which is in St. Augustin, Alte Heer- 
straBe 81, near Bonn — J. M.) has assisted the South Africans in their military projects 
“Advokaat’”, “Taurus” and “Threshhold” and got for Sole (the former RSA Ambassa- 


17 


dor in Bonn) the NATO code numbers which were necessary for the export of the 
equipment. (West) German firms supplied the electronic equipment ... for “Advo- 
kaat” which registers, on behalf of NATO, all shipsmovements in the South Atlantic 
and in the Indian Ocean. With the NATO code and through specialists on loan from 
the Bundeswehr (West) German generators were also prepared for sending to the 
planned South African uranium enrichment plant. Mines produced in Portugal on a 
(West) German licence were shipped to the Cape in a freighter from Panama. The 
(West) German atomic freighter “Otto Hahn” anchored in Durban harbour with 18 
tons of electronic equipment on board in autumn last year — equipment... also for 
rocket observation. Their destination — Tsumeb in Namibia (not far from the border 
to Angola — J. M.). South African military personell attend courses and visit Bundes- 
wehr units (!—J. M.)./37/ 
On the basis of a secret agreement with the RSA, which was concluded in June in 1961 in 
Bonn and accepted by NATO, the FRG prepares the production of nuclear weapons, of 
guided missiles and chemical agents in South Africa. With the help of the FRG Degussa 
Company an expert group of the South African War Council has had, since 1963, the 
possibility to further develop poisonous gases such as ‘“Tabun”, “Sarin”, and ‘‘Soman”’ 
which were already used by Hitler Germany./38/ 
Friedrich Wilhelm von Mellenthin, a former general in Hitler's “‘Panzergruppe Afrika— 
Africa Tank Corps” , worked out operation directives for ‘‘Mobile Air Transportable 
Permanent Combatant Units” for anti-guerilla operations of the South African General 
Staff. Since then these killer units have been directly under the Supreme Command of the 
RSA armed forces. In recognition “of extraordinary services”, and not least this particu- 
lar piece of work, former Hitler general Mellenthin was decorated with the FRG’s “’Ver- 
dienstkreuz 1. Klasse des Verdienstordens” (First Class Distinguished Service Cross of the 
Distinguished Service Order)./39/ 
Since then a number of additional factors have contributed to the flourishing development 
of the Secret Military Special Alliance between Bonn and Pretoria which has even over- 
taken some imperialist competitors within NATO. The father of the penultimate Pre- 
sident of South Africa, Nicolaas Diederichs, comes from imperialist Germany. Nicolaas 
Diederichs himself studied in Cologne and Munich. South Africa’s Prime Minister and at 
the same time Chairman of the right-wing extremist National Party, Vorster, was a 
member of the South African fifth column “‘Ossewa Brandwag” and in 1942 he publicly 
declared himself a follower of Hitler./40/ 
In recent times FRG arms exports to South African often make a small detour by the 
way of racist-zionist Israel. The Anti-Apartheid Movement in the FRG also provides 
evidence for this: 
“(West) German arms companies delivered spare parts for military aircraft, torpedo 
boats and helicopters which are being assembled in third countries, including Israel, 
and are then transported to South Africa. ”/41/ 
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To summarise it can be said without exaggeration that the South African racist regime 
would long be a matter of the past if it were not for the comprehensive political, 
economic and military backing especially by the FRG. 


NATO and 
Raw Mi terials 


The military-industrial-complexes of the NATO states, however, do not only make one- 
sided profit from the enormous arms business with the Republic of South Africa. They 
urgently need South Africa’s own mineral resources for the aggressive plans of their own, 
in particular for the establishing and replenishing of strategic reserves for intensified arms 
production within NATO. Former USA Foreign Minister and former Secret Service 
Colonel of the Military Intellegence Service of the United States Army, Henry Kissinger, 
announced in Boston, on August 2, 1976, the new “‘Africa Doctrine’ of the USA. It is 
aimed at retaining the exploitation of Africa’s riches and the exploitation of the African 
peoples by the monopoly capital of the NATO states in general and by the USA mono- 
polies in particular. The ‘loss of South Africa’’ — as the NATO states see the historic 
irresistible victory of the African people over their imperialist exploiters — was placed 
high on the agenda as a vital existence-question for the imperialist military-industrial- 
complexes. For example Bundeswehr General Pilster made the following statement: — 
“The economic strategic uniqueness lies in the ... vastness of the resources and the 
production volume of the most important raw materials. [n particular the strategic raw 
materials: 94 % of the world’s platinum reserves, 66 % of all known chromium des- 
posits, 25 % of all uranium oxides should be mentioned here as examples. 75 % of all 
the Western world’s gold (about one million kilogrammes annually) are exploited in 
the RSA. 40% of all diamonds come from South Africa and South West Africa 
respectively. The RSA is either leading in the production of or is in possession of 
about 50 % of key minerals deposits for industrial needs. Manganese, iron and coal 
deposits are practically inexhaustible... This clearly shows South Africa’s importance 
for the big industrial countries of the world and the dependence of the arms industry 
of the powers on mineral resources of the kind which the Republic of South Africa 
possesses. The South African raw material base and economic co-operation with this 
country is practically essential for the industrial states of Western Europe which are 
poor in minerals.”/42/ 
A large part of the imperialist NATO states’ investments in South Africa thus serves, in 
the first place, the plundering of African mineral resources for the purpose of realising 
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super and maximum profits. USA concerns have invested 15 billion dollars and FRG 
companies about five billion dollars in South Africa, either directly or indirectly./43/ This 
is being publicly confirmed in the FRG: — 
“Profit rates from 20% to 25 % are regarded as normal in the South African el 
Dorado. This is due to the fact that, apart from its natural riches, the country offers 
wealth of a special kind: cheap labour power. Blacks who have to be satisfied with a 
fraction of the wages earned by the Whites. The enterprises take full use of this 
advantage. ’/44/ 
“South African business” brings the transnational monopolies extremely high rates of 
profits: They obtain internationally rare raw materials on the most advantageous, that is 
the cheapest, conditions offered by the racists and in addition use these raw materials 
mainly for the NATO arms production on the basis of maximum prices dictated by the 
monopolies. 
To put it in other words: The liberation of the African people from the yoke of apartheid 
would be a decisive blow against the generals and admirals of NATO and their bosses in 
the monopolies and on the stock-exchange-markets of the main imperialist powers. The 
arms industries of such neo-colonial NATO states like the USA or the FRG or such 
former colonial powers as Great Britain, France and Italy indeed depend on these vast 
mineral resources. One needs only to look at the mineral-balance of the so-called ‘““Admi- 
nistration for Arms Production’ of the USA in order to see the importance of the mineral 
imports from the Republic of South Africa, (see appendix — Table 5). Or one should 
consider the role of the minerals obtained from South Africa, with the help of black wage 
slavery, for the benefit of the capitalist minority, (see Table 6), and for the military- 
industrial-complexes of the NATO states. 
That is why on the one hand, the monopoly bosses, generals, politicians and diplomats 
from the NATO states together with the Vorster racists, who have been condemned by 
the whole world, cling to African soil. But also on the other hand, the international role 
of the national and social liberation struggle waged by the Africans in the South of their 
continent becomes evident in the class struggle. In this struggle the African people can 
rely on the moral and material solidarity of all progressive peoples and states on all 
continents. 
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APPENDIX 


Table 7 
Military and Industrial Complex of the USA 
in Alliance With the South African Racists 
(selected examples) 


USA Monopolies Main Products etc., in the 
Production Share of the 
NATO Arms Field/Position in 
the Military-!ndustrial- 
Complex of the USA 


Chrysler Corporation Vehicles, rockets and satellite 
production; one of the biggest 
suppliers to the Pentagon; 
supplies NASA (National Aero- 
nautics and Space Administration) 

Control Data Company Computers; counts among the 
biggest suppliers to NASA 

Dow Chemical Company Chemical products; poison gases; 
chemical warfare weapons; napalm 
bombs; participates in production 
of nuclear weapons 

Ford Motor Company Vehicles, rockets and satellites 
production, tanks, self-propelling 
guided weapons; counts among the 
10 biggest suppliers of the 
Pentagon 

General Electric Company Aircraft engines, guides missiles, 
war ships, submarines, nuclear 
submarines, military electronics, 
rockets and satellites; takes 
part in the production of nuclear 
weapons; one of the three biggest 
suppliers of the Pentagon and one 
of the five biggest suppliers of 
NASA 

General Motors Corporation Aircraft engines, guided missiles, 
rockets and satellites, tanks, 
military transport vehicles, 
electronics; counts among the 10 
biggest suppliers of the Pentagon 
and one of the biggest 15 suppliers 
of NASA 

Goodyear Tyre and Rubber Rockets and satellites; participates 
in the production of nuclear weapons; 
counts among one of the 50 suppliers 
of the Pentagon 

Honeywell Inc. Rockets and Satellite production; 
steering systems, aircraft, elec- 
tronics; one of the 20 biggest 
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USA Monopolies 


Main Products etc., in the 
Production Share of the 
NATO Arms Field/Position in 
the Military-Industrial- 
Complex of the USA 


ITT 


Mobil Oil Corporation 


Montanto Company 


Phillips Petroleum Company 


Radio Corporation of America 
(RCA) 


Sperry Rand Corporation 


Standard Oil Company of 
California 


Union Carbide Corporation 


United States Steel 
Corporation 


suppliers of the Pentagon and one 
of the 25 biggest suppliers of 
NASA 

Electrotechnology and electronics; 
counts among the biggest suppliers 
of the Pentagon and closely linked 
to the CIA 

Mineral oils, rocket fuels; belongs 
to the 50 biggest suppliers of the 
Pentagon. 

Chemical products; participates in 
the production of nuclear weapons; 
one of the 20 biggest suppliers of 
the Pentagon 

Mineral oil products. rocket fuels; 
participates in the production of 
nuclear weapons; one of the 25 
biggest suppliers of the Pentagon 
Electrotechnology and electronics, 
rockets and satellites; counts 
among the 15 biggest suppliers of 
the Pentagon and one of the 10 
biggest suppliers of NASA 
Electronics, guided missiles, 
vehicles, rockets and satellites + 
one of the 15 biggest suppliers 

of the Pentagon and one of the 

20 biggest suppliers of NASA 
Mineral oil products, rocket fuels; 
one of the 25 biggest suppliers of 
the Pentagon 

Chemical products; participates in 
the production of nuclear weapons 
Steel; counts among the 60 biggest 
suppliers of the Pentagon 


* See, Who owns whom — North America 1974, London 1974; J. N. lsayeva. Monopole — Rustung — 
Kriegsgefahr (Monopolies — Armament — Danger of War), Berlin 1971. All the above mentioned 
monopolies have branches or subsidiaries in South Africa. 
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Table 2 


Military and Industrial Complex 


of the FRG in Alliance With the South African Racists 


FRG Monopolies 


(selected examples) 


Main products etc, 
in the Production 
Share of the NATO 
Arms Field 


Subsidiaries or 
Share in Companies 
etc., Co-operation 
Partner in South 
Africa 


Nuclear Monopolies 
Degussa, Frankfurt (M.) 


Metallgesellschaft AG 
(with Nukem and Alkem) 
Frankfurt (M.) 


Chemical Monopolies 
Hoechst, Frankfurt (M.) 


Bayer AG 
Leverkusen 


Electro and Electronic 
Monopolies 
Siemens AG, Munich 


Prospecting, ex- 
ploration, enrich- 
ment of uranium 
Nuclear fuel ele- 
ments, nuclear fuel 
enrichment, gas 
centrifuges for 
nuclear fuel 
production 


Chemical warfare 
agents 


Chemical and 
biological warfare 
agents, synthetic 
materials for air- 
craft production 


Nuclear reactor 
building, aircraft 
electronics, rockets, 
telecommunication 
equipment, radar in- 
stallations, airport 
installations 


South African Ore 
Corporation Ltd., 
Johannesburg 

Atomic Energy Board, 
Pretoria, Lurgi South 
Africa Ltd. Braam- 
fontein/Johannesburg, 
Metallgesellschaft 
(South Africa) Ltd., 
Johannesburg, Otavi 
Mining Company Ltd., 
Johannesburg, Atomic 
Energy Research 
Development Agency, 
Pelindaba 


Mowilith Company of 
South Africa, Ltd., 
Durban, Transbaal 
Alloys Ltd., Johannes- 
burg, South African 
Polyolofins Ltd., 
Sasolburg, Hoechst 
South Africa Ltd., 
Johannesburg 
Rustenberg Chrome 
Mines Ltd., Johannes- 
burg, Chrome Chemicals 
Ltd., Johannesburg 
Bayer Agro-Chem., 
Johannesburg 


Siemens Ltd., Johan- 
nesburg, Institute 
for Rocket Research, 
near Pretoria 
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AEG/Telefunken 
Frankfurt (M.) 


Varta Ag, 
Frankfurt (M.) 


Aircraft and rocket 
electronics, radar 
systems, satellite 
technolgy, electric 
and electronic war- 
fare equipment 


Batteries for all 
military vehicles 


Vehicles, Aircraft and Rocket Monopolies 


Henschel-Werke AG, 
Kassel 


Daimler/Benz AG, 
Stuttgart 


Messerschmidt- 
Bélkow-Blohm (MBB) 
GmbH, Munich 


Waffen- und Luft- 
ristungs AG, 
Hamburg 
Volkswagenwerk AG, 
Wolfsburg 


Kléckner-Humboldt- 
Deutz, Cologne-Deutz 
Bayrische Motoren- 
werke (BMW), Munich 


Warship Monopoly 
Blohm & Voss AG, 
Hamburg 


Other Arms Monopolies 
Friedrich Flick KG, 
Disseldorf 


Mannesmann AG, 
Diisseldorf 
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Military vehicles, 
aircraft parts, 
helicopter service 


Armed and armoured 
vehicles, military 
transport vehicles, 
tank engines and 
naval engines 
Aircraft, rockets, 
satellite installa- 
tions, warship 
construction 
Explosives, marine 
technology, aircraft 
rockets 

Cross country 
vehicles 


Cross country 
vehicles 
Cross country 
vehicles 


Warships, 
Participates in 
programme for tank 
construction 


Steel and metal 
sheets for arms 
production 

Steel and metal 
sheets for arms 
production, pipe- 
lines for 

the military 


AEG/Telefunken Ltd., 
Johannesburg, 
Switchcraft Ltd., 
Johannesburg, Nixdorf 
Computer, Johannes- 
burg, Institute for 
Rocket Research, 
near Pretoria 

Varta Ltd., Rosslyn, 
International Batte- 
ries Corporation, 
Rosslyn 


Henschel and Ash 
Locomotive Company, 
Johannesburg, 
Henschel South Africa 
Ltd., Wadevill, 
Henschel Truck Ltd., 
Johannesburg 

United Car and 

Diesel Distributors. 
Pretoria 


Institute for Rocket 
Research, near Pretoria 


Institute for 
Rocket Research, 
near Pretoria 
Volkswagen of 
South Africa Ltd., 
Uitenhage, C.P. 
Deutz-Magirus Ltd., 
Pietermaritzburg 
BMW South Africa 
Investment Ltd., 
Pretoria 


Blohm & Voss Ltd., 
Johannesburg 


Dunswart Iron and 
Steel Works, Ltd., 
Johannesburg 
DEMAG Industrial 
Equipment Ltd., 
Johannesburg, Star 
Asbestos Company, 
Ltd., Johannesburg 


Salzgitter AG, Armament needs Salzgitter—South 
Bad Salzgitter Africa, Ltd., 
Johannesburg 
Dragerwerk AG, Equipment for combat Marine Command, 
Liibeck frogmen and sea-mine Simonstown 


divers, protective 

and spoor equipment 
for nuclear, bacteri- 
ological and chemical 
warfare (ABC-warfare) 


Table 3 
NATO States’ Equipment for the South African Airforce 
(Export and Licence Production) 


Supplying Country War Planes Share in (%) in the South 
Count African Air Force 
France/FRG 220 40 
Italy 160 30 
Great Britain 80 15 
USA 80 15 
South African Air 
Force total 540 100 
Table 4 
FRG Foreign Trade With South Africa* 
(in millions DM) 
Year Import from South Africa Export to South Africa 
1959 324.7 632.5 
1966 831.6 981.1 
1968 982.4 1,418.6 
1969 1,207.6 1,633.6 
1971 1,051.1 1,997.3 
1972 1,159.1 1,756.3 
1973 1,443.6 2,372.0 
1974 1,994.5 3,640.8 
1975 2,000 3,100 


* according to official statistics in: Statistisches Jahrbuch fiir die BRD, Stuttgart (M.) — 1960, 1970 
and 1975. ‘‘Documentary report — on the violation of human rights resulting from the collabora- 
tion between the FRG and the South Africa Apartheid regime’, African National Congress of 
South Africa. London 1977, p. 37. 
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Table 5 
Dependence of the USA Arms Industry on South African * 
Raw Materials 

Strategic Raw Arms Industry (%) Share of total USA 

Material supply level Arms Industry 
Import Needs 

Industrial diamonds serious shortage 100 (South Africa is the 
biggest producer of in- 
dustrial diamonds on the 
world market 

Chromium shortage 99 

Nickel serious shortage 99 

Asbestos shortage 95 (South Africa takes 
3rd place in world 
production) 

Mica shortage 95 

Beryllium serious shortage 90 

Platinum needs satisfied 90 (South Africa is the 
biggest producer of 
platinum on the world 
market 

Antimony needs satisfied 75 (South Africa takes 
2nd place in world 
production) 

Flourite needs satisfied 35 

Titanium needs satisfied 32 


* according to figures given by the USA Administration for Defence Production 
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Table 6 


South Africa’s Strategic Raw Materials for NATO* 


(a selection from 50 different minerals) 


Mineral Use/Production in Military-Industrial- 
Complexes 
Uranium A rare metal; nuclear fuel, nuclear weapons 


(biggest known uranium 
desposits in the 
capitalist world) 
Antimony (second 
biggest producer on 
world market) 
Gold 

(60 % of the world 
production) 
Chromium 

(second biggest on 
world market) 


Manganese 
(second biggest pro- 
ducer on world market) 


Vanadium 
(important production 
on world scale) 


Nickel 

(important 
production on world 
scale) 

Titanium 


Wolfram 


Hard coal 


(80 % of the 
Africa production) 


of all types 


A rare metal; missilies, detonating caps, 
accumulators, bearings, rubber vulcanisation 


A rare metal; electronics (in 1975 already 
7.5 % of the gold production was used for 
electronics) 

Alloy metal; stainless steel, plating mate- 
rial for metal products, parts for rockets 
and satellites, for armour plating, for 
artillery missiles, anti-tank grenades, for 
aircraft engines and vehicles, bearings 
Alloy metal; high grade steel, super-hard 
alloys, parts for rockets and satellites, 
electronic and radio engineering apparatu- 
ses, implements, medical instruments 
Alloy metal; high grade steel, parts for 
rockets and satellites, machine gun barrels 
and mechanical parts, gun carriages and 
steel helmets, parts for aircraft and sub- 
marines, implements for automatic control, 
arms industry tools 

Alloy metal; projectile casing, armouring, 
tanks, an important part of rocket and 
aircraft production, vehicles, ship and 
satellite parts, radio engineering 

Alloy metal; rocket and satellite parts, 
armour plating, electrodes, aircraft, 
vapour producing materials, colouring 
Alloy metal; important part for armament 
and engine production, rockets and satelli- 
tes, armour plating, anti-tank grenades, 
gun carriages, electric and radio apparatu- 
ses, tool steel 

Fuel for iron and steel production, liquid 
fuel, explosives, warfare agents, synthetic 
materials, rubber, medicaments 


* see, A. N. Lagowski, Strategie und Okonomie (Strategy and Economy), Berlin 1959 
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